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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is the initial office action based on the application filed on March 18, 2005. 
Claims 1-24 are currently pending and have been considered below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2,18 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Appropriate clarification is required on the following claims: 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the order". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for the limitation in this claim. 

Claim 24 recites the limitation "the form". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for the limitation in this claim. 

Claim 18, which claims method steps of using the apparatus is indefinite under 
35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. *> IPXL Holdings v. Amazon.com, Inc., 430 F.2d 
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1377, 1384, 77 USPQ2d 1140, 1145 (Fed. Cir. 2005);< Ex parte Lyell, 17 USPQ2d 
1548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990) *>(< claim directed to an automatic transmission 
workstand and the method * of using it * held ** ambiguous and properly rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraphs). Since the product claimed includes steps of 
assigning a specific attribute; informing the second component; receiving a reference; 
and sending the delay object or delaying the object. It is not clear whether these steps 
are instructions, therefore applicant needs to clearly indicate that the computer product 
of this claim is comprised of instructions for doing these steps. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
. in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-3, 4-13, 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Greer et al. (US 5987466). 

Claims 1,17 and 19: Greer discloses a product and method, in a communications 
network, of controlling an object transfer from a first component via an intermediate 
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component to a second component which is remote from the first component, wherein 
the object transfer is based on a plurality of object requests relating to objects referred 
to in one or more codes to be processed by the second or another component of the 
communications network, the intermediate component performing the steps of: 

a. Sending an object request to the first component (fig. 2, col. 5, lines 12-18); 

b. Receiving the requested object from the first component (fig. 2, cpl. 5, lines 12-18); 

c. Assessing or updating a priority of the requested object, wherein an initial priority 
has been assigned to the requested object on the basis of an analysis of at least one of 
the object request and the code that refers to the requested object (col. 3, lines 18-25; 
col. 4, lines 1-30); and 

d. In dependence of the priority of the requested object, delaying the requested object 
or forwarding the requested object to the second component (col. 3, lines 40-51; fig. 2). 

Claim 2: Greer further discloses that the delaying is performed such that the order in 
which the objects are received from the first component differs from the order in which 
the objects are forwarded to the second component (col. 4, lines 43-46 ;objects are 
displayed based on the order received). 



Claim 3: Greer further discloses that the object request is received from the 

second component or generated by the intermediate component (fig. 2, col. 5 lines 12- 

18). 
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Claim 4: Greer further discloses that delaying of the requested object includes at 
least one of instructing the second component to repeat the object request, suspending 
a connection to the second component via which the requested object is to be 
forwarded, and informing the second component that the requested object will 
automatically be forwarded at a later point in time (col. 3, lines 40-50). 

Claim 6: Greer further discloses requested objects are forwarded via a plurality of 
connections to the second component (fig. 2, col. 5, lines 12-18). 

Claim 7: Greer discloses a method as in claim 6 above and further discloses that the 
selected ones of the connections to the second component are suspended dependent 
upon the priorities of the requested objects that were received from the first component 
and that are to be forwarded via the selected ones of the connections (col. 3, lines 60- 
67, col. 4, lines 55-60). 

Claim 8: Greer discloses a method as in claim 6 above and further discloses to each 
connection a specific share of processing capabilities is dynamically allocated (fig. 2, 
col. 5, lines 12-18). 

Claim 9: Greer discloses a method as in claim 1 above and further discloses the step of: 
a. Sending a code request to the first or a third component (fig. 2, col. 5, lines 12-18; 
col. 3 lines 25-67); 
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b. Receiving the requested code from the first or the third component (fig. 2, col. 5, 
lines 12-18; col. 3 lines 25-67); 

c. Analyzing the received code with respect to references to objects (fig. 2, col. 5, lines 
12-18; col.3 lines 25-50); 

d. Assessing the references to objects with the purpose of assigning initial priorities to 
the objects referred to in the received code (abstract; fig. 2, col. 5, lines 12-18, col. 3 
lines 25-67). 

Claim 10: Greer further discloses that upon receipt of a response containing the object 
requested from the first component, the response is evaluated with respect to the 
received object's priority in order to determine whether or not the initial priority of the 
received object has to be updated (col. 4, lines 14-38). 

Claim 1 1 : Greer further discloses generating a priority list that contains priority 
information for individual objects or classes of objects (col. 4, lines 1-67; fig. 4/96-106- 
110; havelist). 

Claim 12:Greer further discloses repeatedly assessing the priority list with respect to at 
least one of updating priority information, deleting objects or classes of objects and 
corresponding information, from the priority list (col. 4, lines 1-67; col. 4 lines 51-67). 
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Claim 13: Gree r further discloses that the steps are performed by a proxy component 
situated on the first component, on the second component or configured as a separate 
hardware component of the communications network (fig. 2/30 col. 12-18). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at thie time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

7. Claims 5,14-16, 18 and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Greer et al. (US 5987466) in view of Krishnan et al (6343085). . 

Claims 5, 14, 18, 20 and 22: Greer discloses an object request received from a second 
component or generated by intermediate component 9fig. 3, col. 5, lines 12-18) and 
further disclose holding off user requests and delaying their display because of user 
defined priorities (col. 3, lines 60-67), but he does not explicitly discloses the step of 
instructing the second component to repeat the object request including: Assigning a 
specific attribute to the object to be delayed; Informing the second component of the 
attribute; Receiving a reference to the attribute from the second component; and Upon 
receipt of the reference to the attribute, sending the delayed object to the second 
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component or further delaying the delayed object. However, in the same field of 
endeavor Krishnan discloses Assigning a specific attribute to the object to be delayed 
(col. 6 lines 45-67; matabase data attribute); Informing the second component of the 
attribute (fig. 3, col. col. 6, lines 45-67); Receiving a reference to the attribute from the 
second component (fig. 3, col. col. 6, lines 45-67; pointers); and Upon receipt of the 
reference to the attribute, sending the delayed object to the second component or 
further delaying the delayed object (fig. 3, fig. 7, fig. 8 col. 8, 9 and 10, lines 1-67). It 
would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Greer's invention with Krishna invention in order to limit bandwidth 
consumption by calling objects by their reference in a distributed system. One would 
have been motivated to call object by reference within a distributed network system in 
order to minimize congestion and promote efficiency on a server that receives many 
simultaneous client requests. 

Claim 15: Greer further discloses that the object is sent to the second component in 
accordance with a pushing scheme or in response to an object request received from 
the second component (fig. 2, col. 5, lines 12-18, col. 3, lines 25-50). 

Claim 16: Krishnan further discloses that the second component is informed about the 
attribute in context with an instruction to repeat the object request and wherein the 
reference to the attribute is received from the second component in context with a 
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repeated object request (col. 9 lines 48-50; read request blocked/delayed and repeated 
at later time). 

It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Greer's invention with Krishna invention to include a repeat function that 
would resend a user request after a delay caused by congestion of calls in order to 
reduce connection failure within a distributed network system. One would have been 
motivated to delay a user request call and use a callback method in order to limit 
resource consumption. Therefore to increase the overall system throughput. 



Claim 21: Greer further discloses an intermediate component configured as a proxy 
server (fig. 2/30; proxy agent). 

Claim 23: Gree r further discloses a first link between the intermediate component and 
the first component and a second link between the intermediate component and the 
second component, wherein the first link and the second link have different transfer 
rates (fig. 2). 

Claim 24. Greer further discloses that a second component in the form of a mobile 
terminal. The element "infrared or the like " of Greer' s reference meets the claimed 
limitation of the claim (col. 5, lines 30-38). 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bhagwat et al. (US 6563517) discloses an automatic data quality adjustment to reduce 

response time in browsing . 

Tso et al. (US 6421733) discloses a system for dynamically transcoding data 
transmitted between computers. 

Cherksova et al. (US 6154769) discloses a scheduling server requests to decrease 
response time and increase server throughput. 

Bhagwat et al. (US 5778372) discloses a remote retrieval and display management of 
electronic document with incorporated images. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 7:30 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact the 
examiner's supervisor, William Thomson at (571) 272-3718. The fax phone 
number for formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is (571) 273-8300. 
Draft or informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be 
submitted directly to the examiner at (571) 273-6722. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3600. 



AKS 

January 3,2007 



William Thomson 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 



